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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEW JEREZEY

UUNITED S5TATES OF AMERICA
v.
Hon. Rokert B. Kugler

MOHAMAD IBRAHNIM SHNEWEER,
DRITAN DUKL,

a/k/a “Diztan Duka,”

a/k/a “Anthony Duka,” :

a/k/a “Tony Duka,” : Criminal No. 07-45% (RBEK)
ELJVIR DUEKA, :

a/k/a “Eivis Duka,”

a/k/a “8ulayman,”
SHAIN DUKA,
SERDAR TATAE, and
LAGEON AEBDULLAHU

ORDEE
This matter having been opened to the Court on the

joint zpplication of the United States of America and defendants
Mohamad Ibrahim Shnewer (Rocco (. Cipparone, Jr., Eaquire,
appearing), Dritan Duka, a/k/a “Distan Duka,” a/k/a “Anthony
Duka,” a/k/a “Tony Duka,” (Michael N. Huff, Esquire, appearing),
Eljvir Duka, a/k/a “Blvis Duka,” a/k/a *Sulayman,” (Troy A.
Archiec, Esquire, appearing), Shain Duka (Michael Riley, Esquire,
appearing), Serdar Tatar (Richard Sparaco, Esquire, appearing),
and Agron Abdullahu (Lisa Evans Lewis, Esquire, appearing), for
an order dezignating this to be a complex case pursuant to Title
18, United States Code, Sections 3161(h) (8) (A) and (h) (8) (B) (ii);
each of the defendants having congented to the entry of this
Order in open court on the record during a Status Conference held

on July 13, 2007; and the defendants being aware that absent such

an Qrder they would have a right to be tried within 70 days of
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their first appearance hefore a Judicial Officer in this District
in connection with this matter or the filing of the Indictment,
whichever date last occurred, pursuant to Title 18, United States
Code, Secticon 3161 (c) (1); and the charges bheing the result of a
lengthy investigaticon and the defendants needing sufficient time
to review discovery, which includes, among other things, the
fruits cf a multi-month electronic¢ surveillance investigation,
numerous investigative reportsg, and voluminous records,
documents, and other tangible items cobtained during the course of
the investigation; and to investigate the charges and file
motions in this case; and Christopher J. Christie, United States
Attorney for the Digtrict of New Jersey, William E. Fitzpatrick,
Deputy United States Attorney, and R. Stephen Stigall, Assistant
United Statesg Attorney, appearing, having concurred in the
agssertion that this matter is complex as defined in the Speedy
Trial Act of 1974; and the Court having found that an order
granting a continuance of the proceedings in the above-captioned
matter should be entered, and for good and sufficient cause
shown,

IT IS THE FINDING OF THIS COURT that this action should
be continued for the following reasons:

1. This case invelves allegationg of a conspiracy to
murder members of the United States military and related weaponsg

offenses. Six defendants are charged in a 5-Count Indictment,
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Criminal No. 07-459 (RBK). The charges are: conspiracy to
murder members of the United States military, contrary to Title
18, United States Code, Section 1114, in viclation of Title 18,
United States Code, Section 1117 (Count 1), possession of machine
guns, in vieclation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

922 (o) and 2 (Count 2), possession of firearms by an alien, in
viplation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 522 (g) (5) and
2 {Counts 3 and 4), and aiding and abetting the possession of
firearms by aliens, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,
Section 922 (g} (5) and 2 (Count 5).

2. The Indictment is the result of an approximately
gixteen-month investigation by law enforcement officers with the
Federal Bureau of Investigation and Joint Terrorigm Task Force.

3. The investigation of this case included, among
other things, numercous consensual recordings, surveillance
operations, statements of cooperating witnessesz, as well as
numerous other records, documents, and other tangible items
seized in five court-authorized gearches of the defendanta’
residences. Law enforcement cfficers alsgo obtained hundreds of
records and other materials subpeoenaed in the course of the
investigation. Many of the audiotapes contain the defendants’
statements in the Arabic and Albanian languages.

4. Discovery in thia matter is volumincus, consisting

of thousands of pages of documents, investigative reportsa,
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consensual recordinge, transcripts of those consensual
recordings, which in many instances have been translated, video
and photographic surveillance, and other materials. In addition,
law enforcement officers seized several computers during the
execution of court-authorized search warrantg which are in the
process of being analyzed and may contain relevant and
discoverable evidence.

5. In light of the serious allegations, the
defendants will require considerable time to review discovery, to
investigate the charges, and to develop possible defenses to the
charges. It is further anticipated that once counsel has had an
opportunity to review the evidence, several defendants may file
pretrial mcticns.

6. In light of the digcovery and depending upon the
regsults of their respective investigationag, each defendant will
need time to determine whether or not to file motions in this
matter and what motiong should be filed.

7. The Government estimates that presentation of the
evidence at trial will require a large number of witnesses and
exhibits, including the testimeony of cooperating witnesses,
experts in the terrorism field and translation specialists, and
the introduction of audiotapes and physical evidence. Given the
nature of the investigation, the defense will need addition time,

among other things, to review transcripts of audio recordings,
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evaluate the government’s evidence, and prepare the defense cage
for trial. The Government estimates that the trial will last at
least four weeks.

8. 1In light of these findings, and given the nature of
the prosecution, its complexity and the number of defendants, it
is unreasonable to expect adequate preparation for pretrial
proceedings or the trial itself within the time limits
egtablighed under the Speedy Trial Act.

g. The Court finds that the defendants have entered a
knowing, voluntary, and intelligent waiver of their rights under
the Speedy Trial Act of 1974.

10, The grant of a continuance will enable counsel for
each defendant to review adequately the discovery, prepare
motiong and proceed with trial.

11. Pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section
3161 {(h) (8), the ends of justice served by granting the
continuance cutweigh the best interests ©f the public and the
defendants in a speedy trial.

Y

WHEREFORE, it is on this ﬁ day of July, 2007,

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that this matter is hereby
designated a complex cage pursuant to Title 18, United States
Code, Sections 3161 (h) (8) (A) and (h) (8) (B) (1i);

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that trial in this matter shall

commence on  COcheber O ivey ;







